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Reginald L. Frazier, Petitioner Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

These three original proceedings, filedin this court by
Regi nald L. Frazier, have been consolidated for consideration. 1In
No. 04-6194, Frazier seeks relief through a petition for coram
nobi s, pursuant to the All Wits Act, 28 U S.C. § 1651 (2000), and
t he habeas corpus statute, 28 U S. C. § 2254 (2000). He asks for
the refund of all fines and fees paid to the North Carolina State
Bar Council, the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of North Carolina, and this court, along with one hundred
times those anmobunts as a sanction. He al so requests reinstatenent
of his social security benefits. As neither coram nobis nor the
§ 2254 habeas statute can provide the relief Frazier seeks, we deny
t he petition.

No. 04-6195 and No. 04-6196 seemto be untinely petitions

for rehearing of our decisions inln re Frazier, No. 03-6701, 2003

W. 21733141 (4th Cir. July 28, 2003) (unpublished), and |In re
Frazier, No. 03-1382, 2003 W 1958771 (4th Cr. Apr. 28, 2003)
(unpublished). As these final decisions are not subject to such
attack, see Fed. R App. P. 40(a)(1l), we deny the petitions.

Al though we grant Frazier leave to proceed in form
pauperis in each case, we deny his notions for wit of coramnobis
and wit of habeas corpus. W dispense with oral argunent because

the facts and |l egal contentions are adequately presented in the



materials before the court and argunent would not aid the
deci si onal process.

PETI T1 ONS DENI ED




